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e > A ana FRIENDS of the author of these lec- 
ae tures, on: “What is the Evg. Luth. Church ?” 

and “Why do we German Lutherans of 
the Synodical Conference establish and main- 
tain parochial schools?” have decided they should 
be published. The questions treated have been 
repeatedly treated by men of distinguished talent 
and learning, therefore much that is essentially 
new is not to be expected. It will not seem sur- 
prising to the author of these lectures if some should 
think it quite presumptious, at least unnecessary, 
for one of such inferior qualifications, in every 
sense, to offer an additional publication. But all 
have not read, nor may all be expected to read, what 
has already been issued on the foregoing questions, 
“A work of inferior claims may find readers, and do 
much good, drawing attention to its pages, where 
all others would be overlooked, Vessels of moderate 
draught may go up the tributary streams of public 
thought, and may deal advantageously with the 
minds of men, where others of heavier tonnage 
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To my esteemed Friends: 


Sea hive PIEL AND :WIFE, 


To whom I am indebted for so many kindnesses in the past, 


I dedicate this lecture. 
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In order to better understand, what the Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church is, it will be necessary to — 
survey the history of the Church from the first to 
the beginning of the sixteenth century. | 

It was only forty days after the resurrection of 
Christ that he delivered to his little band of apostles 
the parting charge, “All power is given unto me in 
heaven and in earth. Go ye therefore into all the 
world and preach the Gospel to every creature, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father and of 
the Son and of the Holy Ghost,” and made a promise 
that the Holy Ghost who was to enable them should 
descend upon them after his ascension. ‘This 
promise was verified on the day of Pentecost. Such 
was the work intrusted to those few unlearned, 
despised disciples, who formed almost the whole 
strength of the Christian Church in the day when 
their beloved Master was received out of their sight 
and ascended into heaven. No sooner was this 
charge delivered, those few disciples commenced the 
bold work of reforming the world, beginning. to 
preach the religion of Christ in Jerusalem and set- 
ting up their banner in the midst of those who had 
been the first in the crucifixion of Jesus. And what 
was the result ? Under the favor of God three thou- 


nae sand souls were added to the infant church on the 


first day of Pentecost and in the space of about one 
year and a half “multitudes both of men and 
women” and “a great company of priests were obe- 
dient to the faith,” and such was the success that 
before thirty years had elapsed after the death of 
Christ, His church had spread “through Judea, 
Galilee and Samaria, through almost all the numer- 
ous districts of Lesser Asia, through Greece and the 
islands of the Aegean sea, the seacost of Africa and 
even into Italy and Rome.” The number of converts 
In the several cities respectively 1s described by the 
expressions “a great number, great multitudes, much 
people.” What an extensive impression had been 
made, is obvious from the outcry of the opposers 
at Thessalonica, that they who had turned the world 
upside down were come hither also. This Church 
which the apostles had gathered adhered strictly to 
the Scriptures and to the Scriptures exclusively, in 
consequence whereof a pure, true and strictly un- 
adulterated doctrine was preached, and likewise 
a great zeal for piety flourished, the members 
united by the bonds of love shining in the beauty of 
holiness, animated with zeal to do good at the 
expense of selfdenial and selfsacrifice. In this 
glorious state the primitive Church remained for 
three centuries, and although violently persecuted 
and hunted down, yet the blows, however often 
repeated, the rods and axes of her persecutors could 
not conquer her impregnable faith. She held fast to 
the Gospel without wavering. 

But what came .to pass? In the fourth century 
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the mighty Pee Speer eae r: 
the Christian religion. Henceforth the b blooc 
secutions of Christians ceased ; ‘Christians: e 
peace and liberty. The Church was at ease, and she 
whom Jews and Gentiles attempted to drown in the 
blood of her martyrs so long, began to suck 
milk of queens. Indeed, this was a great merey and = 
was so intended, but whilst the Church rose out- = 
wardly and gained temporal blessings, inwardly she | : 
began to degenerate, and her first zeal for purity of. 
doctrine and holiness in life gradually diminished, 
errors crept into the sanctuary of truth, and demor- 
alization in life increased. Slowly but constantly 
she declined from century to century; it grew 
darker and darker, until at the close of the fifteenth 
and beginning of the sixteenth century an appall- 
ing impenetrable darkness had enshrouded the 
Church, and abomination occupied the holy place. 
The religion of the Gospel was trampled under foot, - 
the foundation of the prophets and apostels aban- 
doned, and the Church was practically reared on the 
foundation of erring priests and bishops, with the 
Pope of Rome as its chief corner-stone. ‘The grossest 
idolatry, superstition, spiritual oppression, Immor- 
ality and enormous vices prevailed; there was 
almost no religion remaining. This corrupt state of 
the Church is acknowledged by Bellarmine, a Jesuit 
and one of the most malicious adversaries the 
Lutheran Church ever had. ‘lor some years,” says 
he, “before the Lutheran heresies (!?) were pub- 
lished, there was no severity in ecclesiastical judica- 
tories, no discipline with regard to morals, no 


as, there was ennanee nO ensiehns remaining.” 
if was universal. Persons of the highest 
and. in the most eminent stations could not 
or write. ‘Many of the clergy did not under- 
nd the breviary which they were obliged daily to 
cite, some of them could scarcely read it. ‘The 
nish had become an unknown book. Calstadt, who 
for a time studied in Rome, had been Doctor of 
Divinity for nine years, and had during this period 
; not éyen as much as seen the Bible. Such who 
possessed this precious book, were prohibited from 
reading it. The natural consequence was, that the 
majority knew httle or nothing of the true Gospel 
and of the one and only way to salvation. Those 
‘who perceived the deformity and lifted up their 
voices in behalf of the Gospel teachings, were 
branded as heretics aud persecuted.—John Mathesius 
says, he could not remember haying heard from the 
pulpit the Ten Commandments, the Lord’s Prayer 
or Baptism preached, although he had been in the 
Romish Church until his 25th year. Instead of 
divine truth, holiness of monastic life, the efficacy of 
the mass for the hving and the dead, the meritori- 
ousness of pilgrimages to holy places, absolute 
obedience towards the Pope, bishops and priests, the 
invocation of the virgin Mary and other so-called 
saints, the adoration of relics, the observation of 
church rites, etc., were preached. 
Many of the rITEs practiced before the Reforma- 
tion, were so ridiculous that it appears incredible, 
they should ever have been tolerated. “In several 


Egypt. It was called the Feast of the Ass, A ht nto = 


girl richly dressed, with a child in her arms, was set 
upon an ass superbly caparisoned. The ass was 
led to the altar in solemn procession. High mass 
was said with great pomp. ‘The ass was taught to 
kneel at proper places; a hymn no less childish 
than impious was sung in his praise. And when 
the ceremony was ended, the priest, instead of 
the usual words, with which he dismissed the 
people, brayed three times like an ass, and the 
people, instead of their usual response, “We bless the 
Lord,” brayed three times in the same manner.” 

But we return to the doctrines then prevalent. 
One of the most terrible doctrines taught was the 
doctrine of Indulgence. “ According to the doctrine 
of the Romish Church all the good works of the 
saints over and above those which were necessary 
towards their own justification, are deposited to- 
gether with the infinite merits of Jesus Christ in one 
inexhaustible treasury. The keys to this treasury 
were committed to St. Peter and to his successors, 
the Popes, who may open it at pleasure and by trans- 
ferring a portion of this super-abundant merit to any 
particular person for a sum of money, may convey 
to him either the pardon of his own sins or a release 
for any one in whose happiness he is interested from 
the pains of purgatory. These indulgences were 
retailed by Tetzel, a Dominican friar of licentious 
morals, but of an active spirit and remarkable for 
his noisy eloquence.” ‘The terms in which Tetzel 


, ‘the benefits of Fidulseniedl and the neces- 
purchasing them are so extravagant ae 
ippear to be almost incredible. “If any man,” 
he, “purchases letters of Indulgence, his soul 
sigh Resi secure with respect to its salvation. The 


aa Be rircnece are purchased, as soon as the money 
- _ tinkles in the chest, instantly escape from that place 
of torment and ascend into heaven. The efficacy of 
indulgences were so great that the most heinous sius, 
even if one should have violated the mother of God, 
would be remitted and expiated by them, and the 
person be freed both from punishment and guilt. 
That the cross erected by the preachers of indul- 
gences were as efficacious as the cross of Christ itself. 
Lo! the heavens are open ; if you enter not now, 
when will you enter? For twelve pence you may 
redeem the soul of your father out of purgatory.”— 
Permit me, my friends, to read to you the form of 
absolution used by 'Tetzel: “May our Lord Jesus 
Christ have mercy upon thee and absolve thee by 
the merits of His most holy passion. And I, by His 
authority, and that of his blessed Apostles Peter and 
Paul, and of the most holy Pope, granted and com- 
mitted to me in these parts—do absolve thee first 
from all ecclesiastical censures in whatever manner 
they may have been incurred, and then from all 
thy sins, transgressions and excesses, however enorm- 
ous they may be, even from such as are reserved 
for the cognizance of the holy see, and as far as the 
keys of the holy Church extend: I remit to you 
all punishment which you deserve in purgatory on 


ies oh delight shally be ace ‘and Gf 
die at present, this grace shall remain it 
tion when you are at the point of death. 1] 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of t the E 
Spirit. ”—I hope, my friends, you will now be 
perceive the deplorable condition of the Chi 
before the dawn of the Reformation. “There w: 
almost not any religion remaining. "But behold 
the mighty change. dPs 
In this period God took compassion upon Hee 
Christians, who were groaning under this burden of 
spiritual tyranny, priestcraft and superstition. It 
was on the 81st of October, this ever memorable day, 
1517, that Dr. Martin Luther, whom God had called 
and ordained as His instrument for the great work 
of Reformation, began to hurl Antichrist enthroned 
in the Vatican, and styling himself God’s vicar on 
earth, from his lofty position, to demolish Romanism, 
the masterpiece of Satan; to dispel the darkness 
which then covered the Church and to reform God’s 
Church on earth. Waving found a copy of the Bible, 
which lay chained and neglected in the library of 
his monastery, Luther devoted himself to the study 
thereof with great eagerness and assiduity, nd he 
soon learned that the doctrine of indulgences was 
not founded on the Seriptures, but on opinions of 
men. He no longer concealed this important dis- 


Piemieleus idbideivee le 
os re admonish them to examine 


Be Giteniboss, hiked fire on thé flowin prairie his 
theses spread throughout Germany. Many who had 
detected the existing corruption applauded the step 


Luther had taken. The bishops, cardinals and 


_ priests were dumbfounded at the audacity of this 
_ obscure friar. Leo, the Pope, regarded the theses at 
first with the utmost indifference. The solicitations, 


however, of Luther’s adversaries roused at last the 


attention of the court of Rome, and obliged Leo to 
take measures for the security of the Church against 
an attack that now appeared too serious to be de- 
spised. Leo appeinted the Cardinal Cajetan, a Dom- 
inican, to hear and determine the cause. Cajetan 
entered into a formal dispute with Luther concern- 
ing the doctrines contained in his theses. Cajetan 
appealed to papal decrees and the opinions of schoolmen. 
LUTHER RESTED ENTIRELY ON THE AUTHORITY OF 
ScRIPTURE AND FROM IT DEMONSTRATED THE TRUTH 
OF HIS DOCTRINE. ‘The contest was fruitless. Cajetan 
commanded Luther to retract as erroneous what he 
had uttered with regard to indulgences, and the 
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nature of faith. But Luther declared with the 
utmost firmness that he could not with a safe con- 
.science renounce opinions which he believed to be 
in conformity with the Bible. 

The doctrines of popery are so closely connected 
that the exposing of one error led Luther, the more 
he investigated the doctrines of the Popish Church 
in the light of the Bible, to the detection of others. 

_He soon discovered that the whole doctrine of the 
Romish Church of his time was founded on the 
rotton basis of human opinion, and not on God’s 
Word. He perceived the inutility of pilgrimages 
and penances, the vanity of relying on the inter- 
cession of saints, the impiety of worshiping them 
and the imaginary existence of purgatory. He 
called in question the divine origin of the papal 
power. ‘These popish errors he denounced, and pro- 
claimed such doctrines as he believed true, constantly 
appealing to the Word of God as the only infallible 
standard of theological truth. “He brought to light 
again the true doctrines of God. He showed what 
true repentance meant, he pointed out the sure haven 
of refuge. He illustrated Paul’s doctrine of ‘Justafi- 
cation by faith, he marked the distinction between 
the Law and the Gospel, between the righteousness 
of the Spirit and mere external morality of conduct. 
He indicated the true way of worshiping God, and 
awakened the Church from the heathenish folly of 
supposing that God may be rightly worshiped when 
the heart is filled with doubt and unbelief. .He bade 
us pray in faith and with a good conscience, and led 
us indeed not to images and dead men, to whom the 
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‘ungodly in their dark infatuation pray, but to the 
One Mediator, the Son of God, who sits at the right 
hand of the eternal Father and intercedes for us. 
And in order that the pure doctrines of heaven 
might be preserved to the Church and handed down 
to succeeding generations, he translated.the Script- 
ures into German, and this too in a style of such 
clearness that this version affords more light to the 
reader than very many of the commentaries.” 
“The doctrines which Luther taught, were not sedit- 
ious opinions scattered abroad in blind impulse, but 
a demonstration of the will and worship of God, an 
unfolding of the Holy Scriptures, a proclamation of 
God’s mercy: in short, the Gospel of Jesus Christ. 
Luther simply returned to the pure fountain and 
again brought to light the Apostolic teachings. He 
did not advance a new doctrine or found a new 
Church or sect, but under the favor of God resusci- 
tated the faith and piety of the primitive Apostolic 
Church! In all doctrines Luther rejected the in- 
fallibility of the Pope, the decisions of schoolmen and 
all other human authority, and appealed to the Bible as 
the only wnfallible standard. Does rt accord with Script- 
ure? This was his maxim in deciding on a doctrine.— 
When on the memorable day in April, 1521, he was 
summoned before the Diet of Worms to answer for 
his opinions and retract the same, he concluded with 
those memorable words: “ Unless, therefore, I am con- 
vinced BY THE TESTIMONY OF SCRIPTURE or by the 
clearest reasoning, I cannot and I will not retract. 
Here I stand, I cannot do otherwise. May God help 
me! Amen.” 


, wd ‘ 
4u=5 = oe 


Pa ke ms es 


Dn _ Maiti Lath he 


CHEreH, Phos name she dite 
do we mean to say in calling our Chi 
gelical Lutheran Church? Do we inten 7 
express the idea that the doctrine of ow ‘i 
founded on Dr. Martin Luther ; that we incondi- 
tionally bow to his dictates, and that we beliey 
him as the Roman Catholics believe in their P ? 
If this were so, then indeed we would be objects of 
pity! In accepting Luther's name we as much a fo 
say: We believe with Luther in God’s Word ; ‘em 
have returned with Luther to the Apostolic teachin Be 5) 
we reject with Luther all human traditions and authority kan 
in matters of faith. The Ey. Luth. Church holds 
with Luther that the Bible is the writing of the 
living God; that each letter was penned with an 
almighty finger; that each word thereof dropped | 
from Everlasting Lips, and that each sentence was ; 
dictated by the Holy Spirit. The Bible, nothing 
but the Bible and the whole Bible—this is the 
supreme maxim of our Church. The Ey. Luth. 
Church rejects the notion that the Bible must be 
interpreted acceptably to common-sense, but believes 
and teaches that the Bible must be taken in its literal 
sense, as the’ Bible interprets ttself, without deviating one 
hair’s breadth from the letter. This maxim has built 
up the Lutheran Church, with this she stands and 
falls. ‘Thismaxim stands at the head of her Confes- 
sion. This maxim is her guiding star in all 
struggles; in short, this maxim is her heart, her 


a 


s ; ce. Aa Be root of this I will adduce a few illustra- 


ia tions. Christ says instituting the Holy Supper: 


“This is my body. This ts my blood.” The 


Reformed say, this is contrary to our reason ; we 
_ therefore take the privilege to interpret these words 


plausible to common-sense and say these words are 
figurative and “is” stands for: represents. ‘The Evy. 
Luth. Church takes these words in their original 
sense, literally, just as they read, saying: True, we do 
not understand how this is possible, but Thou, O 
Lord, sayest : “This 7s my body,” and so we believe. 
The Bible says 1. Pet. 3, 20-21: “The longsuffering 
of God waited in the days of Noah, while the ark 
was a preparing, wherein few, that is, eight souls, 
were saved by water. The like figure whereunto, 
even baptism, doth also now save us (not the putting 
away of the filth of the flesh, but the answer of a 
good conscience toward God), by the resurrection of 
Jesus Christ.” And St. Paul Tit. 3,5 speaks of Holy 
Baptism as “the washing of regeneration.” Here 
again the Reformed and their allies say: No, Bapt- 
ism is not a washing of regeneration ; for this is 
contrary to common-sense. But the Ev. Lutheran 
Church says: Thou, O Lord, declarest that Baptism 
is a gracious water of life and a washing of regener- 
ation, and thus we accept and believe it.—God’s 
Word declares: “That Christ Jesus}came into this 
world to save sinners /” 1. Tim. 1. 15-16. God will 
have all men to be saved and to come unto the 
knowledge of the truth. 1.Tim. 2. 4. But the Calvan- 
ists say : Christ is but the propitiation !for the sins of 
the elect, for these he has shed his blood, and God will 


have but the elect saved. The ae ‘cane Cl 
faithfully accepts this Word of God in its 


sense.—The Bible declares: That there is one G d . 
who has revealed Himself in three distinct persons. a 
The Unitarians exclaim: How can this doctrine be 
true? How can three be one? Why this is a 
mathematical impossibility, an outrage against our — 
rational nature, hence we reject this doctrine. The 


Ey. Lutheran Church argues thus: Thou, O Lord, 
declarest Thyself a triune God—Thou canst not 
speak the untruth—Thou must be a triune God, and 
thus we beheve. I could continue, my friends, to 
multiply our illustrations, but the foregoing will 
suffice to show that the maxim of the Ev. Lutheran 
Church is, as I asserted before: To accept God’s 
Word in its literal sense just as it stands. On this 
immovable basis her doctrines rest. If, therefore, 


you should ask me: Whoisa Lutheran? I would © 


answer: A Lutheran is a Christian .who strictly 
adheres to the letter of Holy Writ. This is the char- 
- acteristic distinguishing a Lutheran from all other 
Christians, and the Lutheran Church from all other 
denominations. The core of the Lutheran doctrine 
is: Neither is their salvation in any other, for there 
is none other name under heaven given among 
men, whereby we must be saved, than by the name 
of Jesus Christ. To Christ and only to Christ the 


Ey. Lutheran Church directs all sinners, teaching — 


them to found their hopes of salvation on his faithful 
Word ALoNE. Christ Himself is the centre—the 
substance of her-doctrine. His divinity—His incar- 
nation—His holy life and miraculous works—His 


s and humiliation—His crucifixion as an 

t for sin—His resurrection, ascension and 

ation—this is the golden foundation on which 

er faith and all her hopes. She has continued in 

Christ Jesus’ Word, and therefore her children are 

_ Christ’s disciples. For thus Jesus says: “If ye 

- eontinue in my word, then are ye my disciples 

Et : indeed ; and ye shall know the truth, and the truth 

shall make you free.” John 8. 31-32. The Luth. 

Church is built exclusively upon the foundation of 

be the Apostles and Prophets i. e.: God’s Word, Jesus 

Christ Himself being the chief Coner-stone, in whom 

all the building fitly framed together groweth unto 

a holy temple in the Lord, in whom ye are builded 

together for a habitation of God through the Spirit.” 

From what has been said it is evident that the 

Ky. Lutheran Church is the true Church of Christ 

on earth, for she “has kept his word and has not 

denied his name.” The Ey. Lutheran Church, my 

friends, is no sect, or a new church, which previous 

to Luther’s life had not existed, and which but 300 

years ago was founded by him. Nay! But because 

she returned with Luther to the Apostolic teachings, 

to God’s Word, she is nothing less than the ye- 

established Apostolic Church, which Church, like a 
buried city, Luther again excavated. 
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SYNODICAL CONFERENCE. ESTABLISH 
fs AND MAINTAIN PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS? 
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; Delivered at a Mission, held in the Lewerenz Grove 
ee at Hamlin, N. Y., August 31, 1890; 
and published by request of the Buffalo Conference 
| é and others. 


‘ To My Dear FaTHER AND MOTHER 
This Lecture is affectionately dedicated by their Son. 
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ov e Watherans of the Synodical Conference 
| plish and maintain ee Schools? 


ay ‘erroneous one to the Christian faith. Yet mission 
also comprises the instruction of such persons who 


-are already Christians, in the Christian religion, to 
bring Christian children up in the nurture and 
admonition of the Lord, to establish institutions 
where the spiritual want is cared for, and the 
like. We German Lutherans employ an agency 
in our mission work of which the other Protestant 
denominations in this country know little or noth- 
ing; namely parochial, or church, or religious 
schools, which we establish and maintain for the 


religious instruction of our children. Some few. 


English Lutheran churches also have parochial 
schools. These schools are and always have been 
missionary factors of prime importance. 

When I speak of parochial or church schools, 
I mean such schools as are erected, maintained and 
controled by a congregation or church. And since 
religion constitutes a main part in the plan of in- 
struction in these schools, they are also called 
religious schools. Our Lutheran Church has hun- 
dreds of such schools here in the United States. 
About 200,000 children are being educated at present 
in these Lutheran parochial schools. Wherever you 
find a German Lutheran congregation of the Syn- 
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more schools na with that congregation. a 


number of Norwegian, Swedish and Danish cera | 
schools is also considerable. My congregation, here 
in Hamlin has such a school. The congregation of | 
my friends Revs. Muehlhaeuser of . Rochester, 
and Senne of Buffalo are supporting such schools. 
The parochial school connected with Rey. Engel- 
_ brecht’s congregation in Chicago has an attendance 
of over one thousand children. In Chicago alone 
there are 68 Lutheran teachers ; in Milwaukee, 48 ; 
in Cleveland, 23; in St. Louis, 23; in Fort Wayne, 15; 
and so on throughout the United States. In congre- 
gations not strong enough as yet to support a teacher, 
the school is generally taught by the pastor him- 
self—It is concerning these schools that so much 
misunderstanding exists. We are frequently asked 
by our American friends: Why is it that you Luther- 
ans go to the expense of erecting and maintaining 
parochial schools? Our American friends often do 
not and cannot comprehend our policy. They 
look upon it as an unnecessary expense. They will 
tell us: Here you are annually paying high taxes 
for the maintenance of public schools and yet you 
make little or no use of them, but you rather go to 
the expense of building your own  schoolhouses 
and keeping your own teachers. We consider that 
poor business and cannot understand it, unless it be . 
done out of sheer opposition to our public school 
system. But let me say right here, that it is not 
sheer opposition to the public schools that induces 
us to establish and maintain parochial schools. We 


have. no hostility to our public schools. On the 


contrary, we are accustomed to send such of our 
children as can prosecute a further course of study, 
after they have been confirmed, to the higher grades 
of public schools. Neither are they merely, nor 
even inainly, maintained to preserve and propogate 
the German language, as some suppose. Well, what 
is it, you ask, that induces you Lutherans to estab- 
blish and maintain parochial or church schools ? 
Now if you will lend me attentive ears I will tell 
you what itis. I shall endeavor to explain to you 
this afternoon : 


WHY DO WE GERMAN LUTRERANS ESTABLISH AND 
MAINTAIN PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS ? 


I need not tell you that I undertake this lecture, 
hoping to benefit you. Those who are already 
acquainted with the object our Lutheran Church has 
in establishing and maintaining these missionary 
institutions, I hope to help them to a profounder 
sense of her motive in doing so; and those ignorant 
of this fact, I hope I may be able to help them to 
an intelligent idea of what our parochial schools are 
and the work they are to perform. 


If to anybody on earth, children belong to their 
parents. The notion some politicians, especially in = 
Illinois and Wisconsin, have and which they are 
advocating, that children belong not to their 
parents but to the State, is an old musty Spartan | 
notion and unworthy of all notice. It is the parents’ 
_ business to provide food, raiment and shelter for 
their offsprings. It is the parents’ right and duty 
to teach their children the elementary branches of 
human knowledge. This right and duty parents 
have according to the laws of nature, and the Word 
of God enjoins it upon them, for St. Paul says: “But 
if any provide not for his own and especially for 
those of his own house, he has denied the faith and 
is worse than an infidel.” True, it is the duty of the 
State to see to it that all parents within its jurisdic- 
tion attend to this their business, but not until 
parents cannot or do not do their duty does it 
become the duty of the State personally and directly 
to provide for the offspring of parents. 

However, if that were the only obligation parents 
had towards their children, namely, to provide for 
their body and instruct them in secular matter, to 
make them familiar with the 3 R’s, the rudiments of 
secular education, we Lutherans would never go to 
the expense of establishing parochial schools, 
because the public school system of this country 
affords ample opportunity for such an education. 
We feel inclined to believe, that the common 
schools of our country in this respect are equal, if 
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not superior, to those of any other country under the 
sun, and it would be the greatest folly imaginable 
on our part to erect parochial schools alongside of 
our public institutions of learning. 

But although children belong to their parents by 
natural and divine law, yet children do not belong 
to their parents absolutely. Like everything else 
men have, children are a gift of God, a property 
conveyed to them with well-defined conditions. 
Strictly speaking, parents are not the free and inde- 
pendent owners of their children, but their trusted 
and responsible stewards. God alone is the free and 
independent owner of the children, He is their right 
Father. Christ, therefore, in speaking of children, 
speaks of them as Hs children, comparing them to 
lambs, saying: “Feed my lambs.” And so it is. The 
children are His. First by creation. For He has 
out of pure paternal and divine goodness and mercy 
given them body and soul, sense, reason and all the 
faculties of mind, and He with the Father and the 
Holy Ghost continues to provide them abundantly 
with all the necessaries of life. Secondly, through 
redemption are children His, for He has dearly 
redeemed, purchased and won them from all sins, 
from death and from the power of the devil, not 
with gold or silver, but with His holy precious blood 
and with His innocent suffering and death in order 
that they might be His own. And thirdly, by sanctifica- 
tion are children His, for He with the Holy Ghost 
through the gospel has called, enlightened, regener- 
ated and sanctified them. We natural parents are, 
therefore, but foster parents of our children, Christ’s 
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substitutes, Christ’s servants, Christ’s exec a 
agents whom He has provided for their care. 

Now God did not intrust children to our parental 
care that we but clothe and feed them, and fill 
their minds with secular knowledge and to educate 
them exclusively for this world; for God did not 
create our children that they might live but a cer- 
tain length of time in this transitory world and 
then extinguish their flame of life and cast them 
body and soul into oblivion. Nay, everything that 
God has created, He has created for a certain pur- 
pose. When I look out upon this world, or into any 
department of the universe, amidst the grandeurs of 
which we are physically but so many atoms, up to 
the heavens, bending the canopy of a great love 
over us all; out upon the ocean, throbbing always 
as if it were the heart of the globe; upon whatever 
speaks of the power, wisdom or love of the Creator— 
whether it be the sunshine or a storm, the dew-drop 
ora mountain, the buds of spring, the glories of 
summer, the harvest of autumn, or the snows of 
winter, looking upon anything that tells me that I 
am in God’s world and under God’s care—I behold 
a high and grand purpose in it all. And even so, I 
say, has God created children for a certain high and 
grand purpose ; namely, that they might learn the. 
divine truth, the way unto salvation, to walk in fear 
and love of Him all the days of their life and 
finally after death inherit life eternal and to live 
from eternity to eternity in blissful contemplation of 
the Triune God. ‘This is the prime purpose for 
which God has created our children. And in order 
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that this purpose might be carried out, He has 
intrusted them to our parental care. We parents 
have, therefore, a duty to perform towards our chil- 
dren. And wherein does this duty consist ? Christ 
our Lord tells us, saying: “ Heed my lambs.” What 
is it that He commands us to do? To feed His 
lambs, i. e. His children. To feed, this then is the 
great and important duty of all Christian parents. 
But, say you: If we are to feed the children, with 
what must we feed them? Are we to decide wherein 
this food is to consist ? Are we to provide it as we 
think best? By no means! Christ himself will, 
yea, has provided the food for His lambs, our 
children. Permit me to read to you several passages 
from Scripture, from which you may learn the 
nature of the food which we above all must daily 
offer our children. Deut. 6,4—7, we read: “ Hear, 
O Israel, The Lord our God is one Lord: And thou 
shalt love the Lord thy God with all thine heart, 
and with all thy soul, and with all thy might. 
And these words, which I command thee this day, 
shall be in thine heart: And thow shalt teach them 
diligently unto thy children, and shalt talk of them 
when thou sittest in thine house, and when 
thou walkest by the way, and when thou _ hest 
down, and when thou risest up. And thou shalt 
bind them for a sign upon thine hand, and they 
shall be as frontlets between thine eyes.” David 
says: “He established a testimony in Jacob, and 
appointed a law in Israel, which he commanded 
our fathers, that they should make them known to their 
children: That the generation to come might know 
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should arise and declare them -to their . childre : 


That they might set their hope in God, and not 
forget the works of God, but keep his command- 
ments.” (Ps. 78, 5—7.) And Paul commands, : 
Eph. 6, 4: “Ye fathers, provoke not your children to 


wrath : but bring them up in the nurture and admoni- 
tion of the Lord” i.e. in the instruction and dis-— 
cipline of the Lord—both in Christian knowledge 
and practice. From these passages we learn with 
what we are to feed our children, namely, with 
God’s infallible Word, and how often this feeding is 
to be done, namely every day. True, it is also 
God’s will that parents provide bread, meat, raiment 
and shelter for their children, that they teach them 
reading, writing, arithmetic, geography, history, etc., 
and to offer them an opportunity to acquire other 
useful accomplishments. But since our children 
have immortal souls which cannot subsist on secu- 
lar matters, but only on the Bread of Life ; since God 
has created our children for life eternal; and since 
none can enter this life unless he believes in Christ 
Jesus; and since none can believe in Christ unless 
he have knowledge of Him; and since, further- 
more, this knowledge of Christ Jesus is contained 
in the Bible—hence, the prime task of parents, their 
principal care is and must remain to diligently 
teach their children God’s Word; to bind it upon 
their hands, i. e. to impress, engrave, to brand it in 
their hearts; to bring them up in the nurture and 
admonition of the Lord ; to direct them to God, to 
instill into their hearts true godliness; to bring 


fr i culcdes and truth; to asi ein 
so, that they may nae the divine 
to train their hearts so, that, by the grace of 
ie ae Bs may embrace this truth. ‘To bring them 
more nearly to their original state, to point them to 
the life beyond earth’s narrow limits, to educate in 
‘ view of what awaits them there, to educate them, not 
for time only, but especially for eternity! In a word, 
to give them not merely an intellectual moral, but 
an intellectual moral religious education. This is 

the education enjoined by divine authority. 
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Now the question arises, is this system of edu- 
eating children, mapped out and commanded in 
God’s Word, carried out in our public schools? Do 
public schools offer a religious education? Can 
they ? Most emphatically, no! Every one ac- 
quainted with our public school system knows 
that I state a fact when I say, our public schools do 
not and cannot offer a religious education. I do 
not say this in a malicious spirit. I am simply 
stating a fact. I would not say one word against 
public schools as state institutions. We Lutherans 
are not enemies of the public schools, we consider 
them and declare them to be necessary institutions. 
We are aware that the civil authorities were obliged 
to erect and maintain. schools, and we are glad. to 


see the government take an interest in the e 
tion of children, so as to make them intelli 


citizens. We know that a large number of childre oe. 
would grow up in ignorance if our State authorities ee 


did not provide school facilities for them and look — 5 
to their education. For this reason we cheerfully 


and willingly pay our taxes for public schools. Itis 
our desire that not a cent of taxes raised for public — 


schools be expended for any but public schools ; 
we condemn all attempts that are being made to 
appropriate money from the public school fund for 
the erection and maintenance of private and 
church schools. And I would say to every one who 
attempts to ruthlessly destroy our public schools 
just because they teach no religion: Destroy them 
not, for there is a blessing in them! ‘To stigmatize 

secular schools as godless for no other reason than 
that they teach no religion, is a senseless and wrong- 
ful denunciation. ‘Their non-religious character 
does, in itself, not render them a thing unholy and 
hateful in the sight of God—no more than is a, | 
system of civil government, partaking of the same 
nature, thereby rendered unholy. We repeat it: 
“Destroy it not, for there is a blessing in it’”—even 
in the secular school.—But the question is not: 
Are our American public schools a _ blessing to 
many? Are they of great worth to the State? Are 
they up to the times? And the like. The question is: 
Do they, can they, furnish such an education as God 
has commanded? Again, most emphatically, no! 
And why? I will tell you why it is impossible, and 
why it is right that our government does not, 
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A Peteaipt a Christian education in its schools? The 


Ps simple | reason is, because the form of our govern- 


“ ment -and our Constitution make such an education 


Es impossible. Just for a moment consider the rela- 


tion of State to Church in this our country. In 
this our grand and glorious country you and I are 
enjoying the precious boon of religious liberty. 
Here Church and State are separated, i. e. the State 
deals with the temporal affairs and things concern- 
ing the body and bodily welfare; the State will 
have nothing to do whatever with the spiritual 
affairs of its citizens; it does not and will not pro- 
vide for the spiritual wants of its people, it leaves 
this matter to the family and the church. The 
notion that the State is to manage also the religious 
affairs of a commonwealth is an old musty pagan 
leaven ; the heresy that the Church should domi- 
nate over the State is an old Jewish dream and 
Roman Cathelic doctrine; but the doctrine that 
both State and Church are two distinct and inde- 
pendent bodies is decidedly and characteristically 
an American; yea, even more, a Bible doctrine. 
It is in full accord with the precepts of Christ him- 
self to render unto Cesar the things that are Cesar’s, 
and unto God the things that are God’s. Our Con- 
stitution contains this article: “Congress shall make 
no law respecting an establishment of religion, or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof.” — Amend. Art. 1. 
Our own State, New York, declares: “ The free 
exercise and enjoyment of religious profession and 
worship, without discrimination or preference, shall 
_ forever be allowed in this State.”—Art. I, Sec. 8. And, 


in sith: manner, all other States of the 
themselves on this subject. A wiser, a 


reread could not be dowean Our gover! 
is therefore neither sectarian, nor atheistic, — OLS: 
ecclesiastical, nor religious, nor irreligious, Abs) has, 
simply non-religious. Our government is a Christian 

one in no other sense than that the majority — 

of its people are called Christians. “To be religious — 

it would have to believe and adopt some sort of 
creed and mode of worship, though these were of 
the most general character imaginable. But though 
it is, organically, positively non-religious—since it 

does not express a belief in God—yet it is consti- 

tutionally, at least, the best under heaven.” 

Now, since our government has disavowed haying 
anything to do with religion as such, since it is” 
founded upon the principle of equal rights and 
liberty to all in all things ; since it has granted free 
exercise of religion to all, and since, furthermore, 
“the laws of our land forbid the establishment of any 
religion, forbid its cumpulsory support by taxation 
and otherwise ;” therefore, it cannot introduce reli- 
gion as an object of instruction in its schools. The 
moment the State introduces religion as an object of 
instruction in public schools, the State is transcend- 
ing its rights, it encroaches upon the rights of 
individuals and tramples under foot the constitution. 
The moment religion is introduced in public schools, 
they become, contrary to the constitution, establish- 
ments of religion and cease to be common schools, 
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ari scene to quit the land. For if the Christian 
i eon, which is the best and the only true safeguard 
mot of our country, is forced upon the common school, 
ion the Christians are preferred and the Jews and 


Infidels are not enjoying equal rights with the 
Christians. If the Jewish religion be introduced, 
then the children of Christian parents are debarred 
of their rights. And if the Bible be expounded in 
conformity with the tenets of the popish church 
by Roman Catholic teachers, then the Protestant 
ehildren are debarred of their rights, and so on. So 
you see the idea of a school imparting religious 
instruction, and at the same time being the common 
property of all sorts of people, is something prepos- 
terous in the extreme. 

Since, therefore, Church and State are separated 
and since the government has to deal with all kinds 
of people, it has shaped its schools in such a fashion 
as to let every citizen, regardless of his religious 
belief, the Christian, the Jew, the Protestant and 
the Catholic, the believer and the infidel make use 
of them for the purpose of having his children re- 
ceive an elementary education. But in order to do 
this, the government had to discard all religious 
instruction. And this the government has done. 
Hence divine truth, knowledge of God and Christ, 
love and fear of God, ete., are not and cannot be 
taught in public schools. True, it is quite a com- 
mon practice to open and close public schools with 
Bible reading, prayer and singing of religious songs, 
yet religion, this all important element of true 
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is not made the subject of daily instruction, but ee i a" 


absolutely excluded. The moment a public school Bis: 


teacher, during school hours, corrects the children, — 
for instance, for stealing, lying, swearing, fighting 
and the like, by telling them that these things are 
contrary to God’s word, that God would punish them 
and cast them in hell if they did not repent and seek 
forgiveness through faith in Christ Jesus, and that 
out of love and fear of God they should shun such 
and all other sins; or that God is a Triune God, 
that Jesus Christ is true God and also true man, and 
the like—the teacher then and there assumes a right, 
for he is teaching religious dogmas, and the law says, 
no religious dogmas whatever shall be taught in the 
State’s schools. 

True, the public schools secure, to those attending 
them, mental discipline, useful worldly knowledge, 
artistic skill, elegance of manners, habits of orderli- 
ness and neatness, observation and industrious 
application. In public schools children can be and 
are taught, the general principles of what is ac- 
counted right and wrong, good and evil in their 
country, and by rousing their ambition and punish- 
ing their shortcomings, they are placed under disci- 
pline and learn to respect the rights and welfare of 
their fellow beings, to respect the laws of their 
country, and to submit to the penalties that must 
visit the transgressor. The public school stands in 
the same relation to the youth of our country as the 
court-house stands to the adult citizen. In the 
court-house men are taught secular discipline, civil 
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schools, it is simply human religion, morality. But 
remember teaching morality does not include teach- 


ing religion, although teaching the religion always 
includes teaching morality. , 

The intention of the State, in furnishing schools, 
is, that all children in the commonwealth should 
become familiar with the rudiments of human 
knowledge, such as reading, writing, geography, 
arithmetic. But these branches are not taught 
with a view to a life to come, the spirit of Christ 
does not pervade these studies. Public schools do 
not educate the whole man, they educate the head 
but not the heart ; to educate the heart, they would 
have to teach the Word of God, which they dare 
not do. In a few words: public schools offer 
to furnish the mental discipline necessary to make 
intelligent citizens ; for this the government has pro- 
vided them, and I say it was a wise provision,— 
they educate for this world and for this world exclu- 
sively. In short, they do not furnish an intellectual 
Christian, but simply an intellectual moral educa- 
tion—no more; and they may do much less. 


a matter of conscience, and of an enlighian od 
science, too. We think that a different and be 
education is due to our children than the one pr 
vided by secular schoots—an education which con- 
forms more to the will of God and answers more> 
‘fully the true interests of humanity. Therstoie 
since public schools do not and cannot under the 
circumstances furnish our children a_ religious 
education, such as God Almighty has imposed on us 
to afford our children, we say, the public schools do 
not meet our wants. And since we cannot avail 
ourselves of the public schools, the most honorable 
course we can pursue is the one adopted by us, i. e. 
our system of parochial schools, where religious 
instruction is of primary importance. We propose 
to supplement State education with Christian educa- 
tion and to bring our children under a discipline 
which, in the nature of the case, cannot be exercised 
in the public schools. It is therefore an injustice 
to say that our Lutheran parochial schools are 
established and maintained in opposition to the 
public’ schools of the land. No such opposition to 
the public schools lies at the bottom of the parochial 
school movement in the Lutheran Church as is 
found among the Catholics. JI repeat it, the public 
schools simply do not meet our wants :—We, too, 
want our children well educated in reading, writing, 


a "eb Bin tic and all sciences of this world. We are by 
mio means enemies of the English language. We 
donot neglect the study of the English language ; 


but on the contrary, we, too, teach English and in 
all schools with but few exceptions, we give our 
children besides a thorough religious instruction 
and a good knowledge of the German language, 
also an English education equal to that furnished 
by public schools of the same place. The fact that 
more English books than German are used in the 
German-Lutheran parochial schools, shows that the 
study of the English language is not neglected. 
The Missouri Synod Publishing House reports hay- 
ing sold 25,000 English and 19,000 German readers 
for use in its parochial schools during the year past. 
In a word, we endeavor to give our children the 
very best secular education a common school can 
offer. But we do not believe in merely secular 
education. “The Lutherans do not think,” as 
Ropert Eviis THompson, in The World (editorial 
correspondence) rightly says, “that secular studies 
have a right to a child’s whole mental and nervous 
energy for six days of every week, and that higher 
topics can be Jeft safely to a day when the school- 
child is fagged and needs rest just as much as does the 
workingman. They do not believe that a balanced 
character can be produced by turning the mind 
downward and outward for six days in the week, 
and upward and inward for only one. They do not 
think that religion can be postponed in a child’s 
case until some special season of excitement when it 
can be jerked into him asif out of the skies, and 


life that led up to its reception, ‘hey ee 


revivalists ; they believe in Christian tian ent es 
therefore in Christian schools. And I agree with — i 
them.” Weare aware that our children haveim- = 
mortal souls. We hold that asystem of education 


_ that does not comprehend the whole nature of the 
child, physical, intellectual, moral and religious, can 
be no real education. All systems of education, we 
believe, that leave out religion, however much of 
art, sclence and literature, they may inculcate, leave 
out the grand centre of all true culture and are in 
the light of eternity worthless, nay a positive evil. 
To fill the mind, and at the same time neglect the 
soul, is a most dangerous experiment. It is related 
of acertain Englishman that, on the suggestion of 
a French infidel, he purposely experimented with 
his own”~son to see what an education of the intel- 
lect, to the utter exclusion of every other, would 
lead to. At the end of its perpetration the wretch 
of a father reported that his son “had all the virtues 
of achild bred in the hut of a savage; and all the 
knowledge of things which could well be acquired 
at an early age by a boy bred in civilized society.” 
Intelligence without religion increases the amount 
of evil. Therefore we hold that our children 
should be taught to know their God and Savior 
Christ Jesus, and be brought up in the love and fear 
of Him, so that, whatever they do, they be prompted 
and actuated by such love and fear of God. We 
hold, that our children should, if possible, con- 
stantly be surrounded by a religious, a Christian 
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ae ~ atmosphere. _ We want to bring up our children, 


‘not only for the United States, but also pre- 
eminently for Christ’s Kingdom, and we are fully 
persuaded, that, by making our children conscienti- 
ous Christians, we make them the best citizen the 
United States harbor. “ Whatever makes men good 
Christians makes men good citizens,’ says the 
great DAN. WEBSTER in his Plymouth oration. Our 
object, end and aim is to make our children intel- 
ligent, obedient, honest, patriotic, law-abiding citi- 
zens, but above all to Christianize them, to make 
them God-loving, God -fearing subjects, loyal towards 
their God and their country. We want, God helping 
us, to regenerate and sanctify their hearts and 
mould their characters into goodness. 

Now, it is self-evident that the only meaus by 
which this can be brought about is the only true 
regenerating power, namely, God’s word. ‘To at- 
tempt to bring this about without the use of the 
Bible, is simply preposterous—nay, it is impious in 
the extreme. ‘Therefore the first lour of every 
day in our schools is set apart for religious in- 
struction. The children are required to commit 
to memory Luther’s smaller catechism, hundreds of 
Scriptural passages, dozens of those majestic hymns 
in which the Lutheran church is so rich, and other 
religious matter. A pupil who has passed through 
one of our schools is generally well drilled in the 
fundamental doctrines of the Bible, and he will 
make no blunders in the leading facts of Bible 
history. But this isnot all. Our whole method of 
instruction is penetrated by the light of God’s 


shirit of Christ pervades these studies, the Christia 


religion is interwoven with every study ; the secular ae a? 


_ branches are taught with a view to a future life, And, ' 
furthermore, in all discipline exercised in our paro- 
chial schools, the Word of God is the governing 
element. The training, reprimanding and the pun- 
ishing of children is done in conformity with the 
Word. Sverything mean or little, everything 
unkind or revengeful, everything oppressive or pas- 
sionate, or unjust, is rebuked and corrected with 
God’s Word. Here the children are quickened and 
incited to the tenderest charities, to the most busy 
and persistent benevolence, they are taught to forget 
and forgive the most serious offences and to work on 
for the good of their enemies. From morning until 
evening, Christ, and only Christ, and nothing but 
Christ, is the grand centre, around whom everything 
taught in our parochial schools, revolves. 

From what I have said it is evident that we want 
our children to receive a secular education equal to 
that furnished in public schools. But, we say, first 
the indispensable ; first let children be taught the 
science of Jesus Christ, and then the science of this 
world ; first teach them that geography which tells 
of the River of Live ; first teach that geology which 
tells of the Rock of Ages ; first teach that astronomy 
which tells of the Star of Bethlehem; and that 
botany which tells of the Rose of Sharon and the 
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and t rheh tot eae Eee the. 
1 astronomy, botany and all other 
s world.—And now, that no one may 
feel me, permit me to again draw the 
d emarcation i ina few words. The object and - 
C f the public school is to furnish a worldly, an 
j nte lectual moral education. The public school 


deal eals with the brain, but does not concern itself about 


. he heart and soul, it educates for this world up to 


vy 


‘the grave. But the object and office of the parochial 


| school is to furnish simultaneously a worldly and 
religious, an intellectual-moral religious education, a 


head and heart education combined, educating for 
the present world up to the grave, and the world to 
come beyond the grave. 


EN. 


I will now proceed to answer several objections 
commonly raised against the parochial school system. 
—Methinks I hear some remark: Did you not say 
that the Bible enjoins it upon the parents to see to 
the religious instruction of their children? I did. 
Well, then say you, why these parochial schools? 
Why not leave the religious instruction to the 
family circle? I will tell you. With all candor of 
spirit I put the question to you: Do our children 
receive a thorough religious training within our 
family circle? I venture the statement that if the 


Christian education of our children were | . entirely 


100 would receive but a very scanty eligi ine ae 


struction. Remember, too, that a large number - sid 


parents are all day busy engaged in the affairs of 
this life, so that they have little or no time to 
attend to a thorough Christian education of their 
children. ‘Then, again, many parents are ignorant 
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of the Bible truths, and hence are incapable of — 


teaching them to their children even if they desired 
to, or they lack the faculty of imparting their 
knowledge of the Bible to their children. Nay, 
my friends, you are right in claiming the family to 
be the proper place for the religious training of 
children ; but at the same time you are forced to 
concede, that in 99 cases out of 100 the families can- 
not and do not grant their children a thorough 
instruction in religion. Let all be done that can be 
done in the household, even then the work is done 
only in part. And that is the reason why we 
Lutherans deem it the best method to establish 
Christian schools for the discharge of a duty, for 
which our parents have not sufficient time. Yet 
in the prosecution of this work the parochial school 
is to be considered rather the servant of, nr the 
substitute for, the family. 

But, cries another, you are entirely overlooking 


our Sunday schools, do they not afford our children 


a Christian education? Permit me to say a fey 
words in regard to the prevailing Sunday school 
system. I have no inclination to detract from the 
merits of Sunday scliools if they are properly con- 
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~ ducted. ‘They are certainly better than nothing at 


all, and by all means keep up a good Sunday school, 
as tone as you have nothing better and more to the 


point :—* Destroy it not, for there is a blessing 1 Terattee 


But just think of the. little time allotted in Sunday 
schools for religious instruction, one hour a week, 
one out of 168! Do you think a young man would 
ever become a skillful physician or surgeon if he 
attended a medical college one hour of every week ? 
Do you believe that one hour religious instruction 
in seven days, do you really believe that such an 
education will make a lasting impression upon the 
minds and hearts of your children? Do you 
believe that you are obeying Christ’s command : 
“Heed my lambs !” if you exclusively depend on the 
Sunday schools for the religious instructions of your 
children? Are you doing your Christian duty ? 
Suppose, for a moment, you were the owner, say of 
200 lambs, and, before leaving for Europe, you in- 
trusted the lambs to your servant, instructing him to 
diligently feed and water them during your absence. 
Now, suppose further, that on your return you be- 
held the lambs lean, emaciated and starving, and 
upon inquiry what had brought such eondition of 
the lambs about your servant would reply that he 
could not account for it, he had faithfully carried 
out your instructions, for he had fed and watered 
the lambs every Sunday morning. I say, would 
you believe that he was a faithful servant ? that he 
had obeyed your instructions? Indeed, you would 
not ; and, if your temper got the upperhand, you 
would probably do him some bodily injury. Now, 


chow can yon imagine you : are ¢ obeyit 4 
~ mand: “Feed my lambs,” if you entirely 
upon the Sunday schools for the religious trail 
of your children, and send them but every ‘Sur 
morning to a Sunday school to have them spiri hee 
ally fed? Are you doing your duty? Are youa 
faithful servant ?—But there are thousands of — i. 
_ parents throughout the land who do not provide thelees 
children with even such scanty religious instruc- 
tion—one hour a week! who neglect the th 
training of their offsprings altogether, and are there- 
fore daily twisting the ropes for their eternal 
destruction.—Some years ago, a boy of fourteen or fif- 
teen years of age, was taken sick. At first, and, indeed, 
for some Pos his indisposition produced little, if 
any, alarm to himself or parents. ‘They lived in a 
settlement which had been long blessed by that 
gospel which speaks “peace to earth and good 
will to man,” yet they were, if not ignorant, wicked. 
They, perhaps, would have been displeased to 
be called “heathens,” and yet no courtesy could 
warrant the application of such misnomer as 
“Christian” tothem. Their child sickened and grew 
ill, until life began to be in danger and they became 
alarmed, but in their fear and alarm they were as 
ignorant of what to do, as the builders of Babel 
after God had confounded them. Among those 
who visited this boy was one who talked to him of 
eternity, and read to him out of the Book of Life, 
and prayed for him at the throne of grace. These 
pious labors were instrumental in awakening the 
boy to a sense of danger, but that only a short time 


_ 


: ing, and with the decline of nature and the nearness 


> his depaztre, As the individual 


upon. His symptoms Paarl became more alarm- 


of eternity, his fears became more aroused. At length, 
feeling himself in the cold arms of the King of 
Terrors, he called his sorrowing parents to his 
bedside, and in the presence of some of their neigh- 
bors, charged them publicly and unequivocally 
with the loss of his soul. “I am now,” said he, 
“going into eternity and I have no hope; and 
which of us will answer for it on the day of judg- 
ment; You have taught me to swear—but you never 
taught me to pray. You have taken me to places of 
sin—but you did not take me to the church ; you in- 
structed me in things of little consequence, while you 
left me ignorant of the Pible and of eternity. Oh! 
Eternity! Eternity!! Eternity!!!” And then he 
broke out in the most pitiable and distressing state 
of weeping and wailing, and ask his parents again 
and again, and besought them, with the most 
unyielding importunity, to tell him who must 
answer for his sins. And when he found them 
silent and could get no answer, except those bursting 
sobs which bespoke the awful agitation of their 


hearts, he turned round to one of their neighbors 


and besought her to tell him, who must answer in 
the judgment for his sins, himse!f or his parents ? 
Again and again he declared that his soul was lost, 


promising ee or to divert his thoughts in some 
other channel; but all was as utterly useless as to 


speak to the whirl-wind, for neither the arguments 


of friends nor the burning and bursting anguish of 
his parents could have any effect upon him. The 
concerns of the moment were too big and important, 
and real, to be effected by motives or sympathy or 
arguments—he stood upon the brink of death and 
he knew it ; eternity was just before him, and he saw 
it distinctly ; he was a great sinner and accountable 
to a just and holy God, and he felt it tremendously, 


and as the few seconds which separated him from 


another world passed rapidly away, one by one 
before his eyes, he grew, if possible, more terribly in 
earnest, and asserted with horrible emphasis that his 
soul was lost, and that his parents were the cause of 
it—and then when his eyes became glossy and his 
tongue began to stiffen in the frosts of death, he 
made a final and terrible effort and charged his 
parents with his eternal deatb, and in that effort the 
“silver chord was loosed and the wheel of life was 
broken.”—How will these parents meet this child in 
eternity? My hearer, I ‘will let you answer this 
question for yourself. 

Let us proceed. You have undoubtedly known 


persons to take this ground: “The minds of chil- . 


dren,” say they, “ought not to be pre-occupied by 
any particular form of religious belief or sentiment. 
Children should remain without a religious educa- 
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re 10a Aeevious to the period of personal ae and 


roy choose for themselves when they reach mature age. 


If parents cause children to be instructed in the 
teachings of a certain denomination. without the 
children’s consent and choice, they fill them with 
prejudice, interfere with an impartial selection of 
religion for themselves, restrict their liberty of con- 
science, and when they grow up they will become 
dissatisfied with the religion inculcated in their 
minds when young, be subject to many unpleasant 
circumstances. Therefore, children should grow up 
without religious instruction and in after-life choose 
that form of religion that their own conscience 
approves of, then they will be satisfied.” 


I hope none in this assembly need to be put upon 
his guard against an opinion so perfectly absurd. 
As well might it be said that parents ought not to 
pre-occupy the minds of children with the belief, 
that lying, theft and drunkenness will injure them ; 
but that it is better to leave them to make the dis- 
covery in after-life, by their own painful experience ; 
and this lest we fill their minds with prejudices ! 
And, furthermore, if consent and choice on the part 
of children is necessary, then children are under no 
obligation to obey parents, guardians or masters, 
because they either did not choose them, or did not 
consent to be governed by them. Nay, further, they 
are not bound by the laws of God himself, because 
they haye not consented to, nor choosen, His au- 
thority ; and if they never consent, they will be 
always-free, equally from all obligations and all sin. 


objections raised by many. 
If ee education be enjoined by i 


any fits contingencies, If Chaieaae pane 
believe it to be their duty to give their children a — 
Christian education, they ought to do it, and no © 
fancied rights of conscience on the part of the 
children should deter them. The mature reason = 
and conscience of the parents must act for the child, | 
while its own remains undeveloped ; and whatever __ 4 
the-parent judges to be right, according te Scripture, | 
it is his duty and prerogative to do so. 

It is folly to pursue this point further. Reason 
and piety revolt at such doctrines; and none, but 
those who are destitute of moral affection, and of all 
regard to the order and happiness of society, can ; 
contemplate such a sentiment without the deepest 
abhorrence. The question is simply this: Is this 
sentiment in accordance with the natural rights of 
conscience and reason? And above all: Has God 
commanded Christian ‘education ? 

But, says avother, a tree is known by its fruits, is 
it not? Even so. Well, say you, what fruits has 
your system of intellectual Christian education 
borne? Behold the fruits! When I look out upon 
‘the world, I find those who have received an intel- 
lectual Christian education in every avenue of life, » 
morally and mentally equal to their fellow beings. 

I find them skilled in painting and masters of 
music. I see them occupying chairs in universities 
and colleges. I see them as astronomers measuring 


rs of © I see books upon books written 
by them. I find Ree pecesetul ns lawyers, physi- 
| cians, merchants, farmers and mechanics. In a 


a Ether and inferior a none. Do you know that 
an Luther was the father of public education ? Do you 
know that the Lutheran nations are the best edu- 
cated? Do you know that Lutheran universities are 
the best in the world? That Lutheran scholars are 
the schoolmasters of the present race? That Luth- 

eran lands are the homes of the most and best books, 

the greatest libraries and most contended and law- 

abiding people? Look to Sweden and Norway, where 

the system of an intellectual-religious education 

has been in practice for years. ‘Travelers tell us of 

these people: “They are polite and amiable, uni- 
versally educated ; neat and thrifty; devoted to 
schools and churches; full of sympathy for the 
poor and distressed ; that even sea-captains do not 
swear; that they are exceptionally honest and 
trustworthy ; do not use locks and keys and but 
rarely hear of theft; have but few jails and many 
of them are for months without an occupant ; have 
towns of 2,500 inhabitants, where a generation 
passed and nobody was imprisoned, and that such 
thing as public scandal is unknown.” Permit me to 
read to you what S. S. Cox, member of Congress 
from New York, has to say concerning these people. 
Bear in mind that this gentleman is not a Lutheran. 
Ido not know that he was ever enamored with the 


Lutheran parochial school system of educatir 
visited among these people some years ago, and 
left his verdict in print in such words as thes 


than these. They are devoted to their church and 
their families. They are never idle) We seeno’ — 
_beggary, no poor-houses ; and we hear of very few | 
crimes and little violence. Above all, to the honor aa 
and credit of these people, there is not a public, 
scandal in the whole country. Would to God lL | 
could hold up my head among them and proclaim 
the same for my own beloved country.”—It was not 
always thus. The histories declare that a few centu- 
ries ago they were men of contention and violence ; 
that they crossed the seas to find men, towns and 
countries to plunder; that, for some hundreds of 
years, they were the terror of the seas, because they 
sailed chiefly on piratical expeditions. They were 
full of cupidity, fierce, cruel, ferocious. Once the 
moral picture of life among them was dark as the 
night; now, it is bright as the day. A wonderful 
change has taken place. What has affected it? I 
will have Paul Du Chaillu, another non-Lutheran, 
answer this question. He says: “To bring up their 
children in the name of the Lord, is one of the 
chief aims of the parents. The children are in- 
structed and trained in religion from their cradle 
up. The schools make it their principal aim to help 
the parents in this work. <A portion of each day is 
given to memorizing Bible truths and the hymns of 
the Church. Religion stands first on the list of 
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studies. In these facts we find the secret of their 
honesty and humanity.” 

O, look to those communities here in our own free 
country, where our Lutheran parochial schools have 
existed for 20 or more years ; for instance to Chicago, 
St. Louis, Cleveland, It. Wayne, Baltimore to Barthol- 
omew and Jackson Co., Indiana, and hundreds of 
other places. Go to the police-stations and court- 
houses of said cities and counties and look over the 
criminal dockets, and you will turn page upon 
page, before you meet the name of one who has 
been educated in our parochial schools. Ask the 
lawyers there concerning these people, and they will 
tell you that if they had to depend for their living on 
the Lutheran communities, they could hardly earn 
sufficient dry bread for themselves. Ask the mer- 
chants, bankers, physicians and others as to the 
honesty and veracity of these people, and they will 
tell you that, as a rule, they are trustworthy, honest, 
truthful, law-abiding citizens. . Verily, a system of 
education that can show up such results cannot be 
treated with contempt ! 

But, my friends, even if Lutherans should become 
mentally inferior to their fellow-men through reli- 
gious education, if, I say, this were possible, we must 
ever bear in mind that we are Christians and that, as 
‘Christians, it is our first duty to obey God’s Word, 
Jet the consequences be whatever they will, God will 
not hold us responsible for the consequences if we 
obey His Word. And, as Christian parents, it is our 
first duty to “feed Christ’s lambs,” that is, “to bring 
our children up in the nuture and admonition of 


nie i 
the Lord.” And to this Word we Lutheran 
This Word is our guiding star which direet 
course, the banner beneath which we march, t 
standard around which we rally. Whatever this 
Word commands, even though it be contrary to all es 
common sense, human reasoning and science, we 
hold it our duty to obey, even though we be ridiculed Pe 
for our simplicity and fidelity. This is, I repeat it, - 
why we Lutherans establish and maintain parochial — 
_schools for our children. We do so in obedience to — 
God’s Word. We are endeavoring to give our 
children the very best education possible, combin- 
ing head and soul, worldly and Christian education, 
the science of this world and the science of Jesus 
Christ. 

In conclusion, my friends, we ask you to give our 
schools a fair consideration. Do not confound them 
with the Roman Catholic schools. ‘The Church of 
Rome has time and again shown a reluctance in the 
snpport of our public schools. This church has 
ever endeavored to possess itself of a share of the 
_ public school funds, for their private and denomina- 

tional institutions and has repeatedly been suceess- 
ful in her attempts, for instance in New York City 
and other cities. But we Lutherans condemn all 
attempts to obtain possession of the public money 3; 
we say this money must be used for secular purposes 
only, for which it was collected. We are further- 
more in favor of reasonable compulsory educatiom — 
laws. We do not object to all children of a suitable 
age being compelled, by law, to attend some school. 
We want no truants. A general elementary educa- 
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S.S. Ranpatn, engaged in the schools of New 
York City for thirty years : 

“That culture which regards exclusively and 
primarily the mere attainment of knowledge, to 
whatsoever extent it may be carried, or to whatso- 
ever degree of advancement it may be enabled to 
arrive, cannot be otherwise than essentially and 
fatally defective. And yet it is not to be denied 
that hitherto the course of instruction in all our 
systems of Popular Education, public and _ private, 
has far too generally assumed this direction. Hence, 
while the boundaries of science have been almost 
indefinitely extended in every direction, and while 
knowledge has been almost universally diffused 
throughout every civilized community, no corres- 
ponding advancement has been made in public and 
private morality and virtue. On the other hand, we 
are assured, upon the most unquestionable author- 
ity, and there is unfortunately but lttle room to 
doubt the fact, that the increase of vice and crime, 
and the prevalence of dishonesty and of open and 
secret fraud and corruption, have been more than 
proportionate to the increase of population and the 


not fully realize all the beneficial results a, n 
reasonably be expected from its Bones diffu 


Fourth :—By the fact that this educatioueman dis 
cipline, even under the most favorable auspices, and _ si 
when it embraces the whole period of youth, is fre- os 
quently and to a great extent defective. 1.—In not — 
being sufficiently comprehensive, failing to embrace 
in its culture the whole nature of the child, physical, 
intellectual, moral and religious, and omitting or 
neglecting that assiduous, careful and conscientious 
training and discipline of the affections and pas- 
sions upon which so essential a part of the future 
character is destined inevitably to depend.” 


Tuomas SmirH GRIMKE, a graduate of Yale, and 
an eminent lawyer—died in 1854: 


“T proceed to designate what I regard as the 
prominent objectionable features of our existing 
systems of instruction. They are not, as they should 
be, decidedly religious. It will be granted, for no one 
can doubt, much less deny, that religion is no part 
of our plans of daily education. The scriptures, as 


iS a Bee the subject of paily instruction. I fone 
_ of the fact that the religion of the Bible is nota 
re Be nent, substantial part of education among us. 


; a Education should be decidedly religious. It is 


granted, on all hands, that religion is the highest 


interest oft man, that it is the cement of society and 
the foundation of government ; that it is the best 
safeguard of duty, and a foundation of the purest 
happiness. It is also granted that nothing can sup- 
ply its place, that arts and sciences, learning and 
eloquence, genius and taste, are of little value with- 
outit..... Itis granted by every intelligent man, 
that religion is the chief safeguard of American 
institutions; that none but a religious people remain 
free; .... and yet, though all this be granted, the 
Christian religion, emphatically the religion of the 
people, is not made a part of the scheme of general 
education. I cannot but regard this as a great 
calamity to the country.” *) 


= 


Rey. Dr. T. T. Eaton, editor of the Louisville 
Western Recorder : 

“The three R’s; (the rudiments of a secular educa- 
tion) will be apt to be accompanied by a fourth— 
rascality—if religious instruction is not made a part 


of the common education of the masses.” 


*) Most truly does Grimki point out the one thing needful, but the 
manner of obtaining it he does not show. 


Patrick HEnNrRy, says. in re ee vale al 
ament: 


DO 
i, 


“JT have now disposed of all my ronda ora 5 


to my family: there is one thing more I wish I ee 
could give them, and that is the Christian religion. | es 


If they had this, and I had not given them one — — 
- shilling, they would be rich; and if they had it not, 
and : had given them all the world, se would be © 
poor.” 


a. 


Rev. Howarp Crossy,D.D., L. L. D., of New — 
York City : 


“The United States became a nation of the funda- 
mental principle of religious liberty. Other nations 
had reached the point of religious toleration, but 
none had adopted a system of religious liberty. 
Toleration implies a State religion. Liberty implies 
no State religion. Religion is left to the individual 
and his conscience. Accordingly no special form of 
religion can be in any way fostered by governmental 
aid. The least patronage of a religious sect is a 
violation of religious liberty. Religions must grow 
from their own vitality and not from State culture. 
This is not only the sole condition of religious 
liberty, but it is the most favorable condition of 
religion itself. State interference must always mar 
religion, however much it may give it the appear- 
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ance « yf State interference brings in the 
ordant element of politics, eeepca ia to all 
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e ; e ae form of ieee teaching must have a Selatan 
- character as against other forms ; and to that degree 
such teaching in our public schools would be a viola- 
tion of our national principle of religious liberty. 

Because a devout Christian would like to have all 
American children instructed in the Evangelical 
doctrine, he has no more right to have it taught in 
the public schools than a devout Jew, in his ardent 
desire to have all American children instructed in 
Judaism, has to have the Talmud taught in the 
public schools. In either case religious liberty is 
violated. The piety that would force such instruc- 
tion is of the same sort that burned Giordano Bruno. 

The school must have as its object the preparation 
of the child to form an intelligent member of the 
State. For this he must know how to read and 
write and compute numbers, and must become 
acquainted with the history and institutions of his 
country. ‘There the public school has exhausted 
its function. 

Religion should " taught at home and in the 
church. ‘There it can be rendered specific and 
detailed. The important doctrines may there be 
carefully inculcated and a strong religion imparted, 
when the public school at best could furnish only a 
very weak religion. .... 

The ery of irreligious schools under this American 
system is just as senseless as would be the cry of irre- 
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that religious hits and you Saheeee the 
And not only do you check the growth of. religi 
but you engender controversies that infiltr: rate our 
politics and Prenat: the way for the overthr TOW of 
all liberties.” ‘el 


Rev'T. Do Prax ee 


“The religious education of the children of hee a 
State cannot be entrusted to the State. Why? 
Because the State has no religion, and cannot have. — 
Were the State to get religion then we would have : 
State religion, and that would be un-American. If 
the State should join the Church we would have a 
State Church, and that would not be republican. 
The State is entirely secular and cannot teach 
religion.” 


JupGE Lyon, of Wisconsin : 


“The priceless truths of the Bible are best taught 
our youth in the church, the Sabbath and parochial 
schools, the social and religious meetings, and above 
all, by the parents in the home circle. ‘There these 
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ae z |‘ Juven THomas BARLOW: 
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og “ All denominations have the right to sustain 
their own parochial schools, if they please, but 
E should keep their sectarianism out of the common 
schools. Indeed, an intelligent friend to the Bible 
and the civil rights of our country will not urge the 


idea of Scripture reading in our public schools.” 


“The Bible, which is a religions book, if anything, 
is a subject of controversy among over two hundred 
sectarian denominations, and its introduction into 
our public schools must strike at the harmony that 
should be cultivated and sustained.” 
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